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On global solutions to a viscous compressible two-fluid model with

unconstrained transition to single-phase flow in three dimensions

Huanyao Wen*

Abstract

We consider the Dirichlet problem for a compressible two-fluid model in multi-dimensions. It
consists of the continuity equations for each fluid and the momentum equations for the mixture.
This model can be derived from the compressible two-fluid model with equal velocities [3]] and from
a scaling limit of the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck/compressible Navier-Stokes system [28] (see also the
compressible Oldroyd-B model with stress diffusion [T]]). Another interesting connection is that it
is formally the equations of compressible magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) flows without resistivity in
two dimensions under the action of vertical magnetic field ([23]). Under weak assumptions on the
initial data which can be discontinuous, unbounded and large as well as involve transition to pure
single-phase points or regions, we show existence of global weak solutions with finite energy. The
essential novelty of this work, compared with previous works on the same model, is that transition
to each single-phase flow is allowed without any constraints between adiabatic constants or two
densities. It means that one of the phases can vanish in a point while the other can persist. The
lack of enough regularity for each densities brings up essential difficulties in the two-component
pressure compared with the single-phase model, i.e., compressible Navier-Stokes equations. The key
points to achieve the main result rely on the variables reduction technique for the pressure function,
domain separation, and some new estimates. As a byproduct, we obtain the existence of global weak
solutions to the compressible MHD system without resistivity in two dimensions under the action
of non-negatively vertical magnetic field, which represents a step forward to the study of the global
large solution to the compressible MHD system without resistivity.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background and motivation

Multi-phase fluid models have various applications in different areas, such as the petroleum industry,
nuclear, chemical-process, and cryogenics[2l 3, 9, [11], [34]. They also are quite relevant for the
studies of some models like cancer cell migration model [10} 13]], MHD system [25]], and compressible
two-fluid Oldroyd-B model with stress diffusion [[1]]. In this paper, we consider the Dirichlet problem
for a viscous compressible two-fluid model with one velocity and a pressure of two components in three
spatial dimensions, i.e.,

o1 + div(ou) = 0, (1.1)

n, + div(nu) = 0,
{ [(o + nu], + div[(p + nu ® u] + VP(n,p) = pAu+ (u + HVdivu on Q x (0, ),

with the initial-boundary conditions

{n(x, 0) = np(x), p(x,0) = po(x), (o + n)u(x,0) = My(x) for x € ﬁ,
(1.2)

upgo =0 fort >0,

where Q c R3 is a bounded domain, and p and n, u, and P represent the densities of two fluids, the
velocity of the fluids, and the pressure, respectively. u and A are the viscosity coeflicients satisfying
u>0, 2u+31> 0. Here we assume that u and A are constants. The pressure we study is given by

P(n,p) =n' +p7, (1.3)

or by

3 B r
{P =As(ps) =A_(p-), (1.4)

PP~ +Nps = Pip-,

for constants A,,A_ > 0 and y,I" > 1, where p = ap;, n = (1 — @)p_, and @ = a(x,t) € [0, 1] denotes
the volume fraction of the fluid + in the mixture. For (L4)), one can use the implicit function theorem to
define p; = p+(n,p) and p— = p_(n, p) which represent the densities of the fluids + and —, respectively
(please see [3} 16, 29] for more details). Note that (I3 is motivated by a limiting system derived from
Vlasov-Fokker-Planck/compressible Navier-Stokes system [28]], and by compressible MHD system for
two-dimensional case [23], and by compressible Oldroyd-B model with stress diffusion [I]], and that
(L.4) is motivated by the compressible two-fluid model with possibly unequal velocities [3].



Our aim is to study the global existence of weak solution to (I.I)) with large initial data in three
dimensions. When p = 0 or n = 0, the system (I.T)) reduces to compressible Navier-Stokes equations for
isentropic flow. In this case, some pioneering works on this topics have been achieved. More specifically,
Lions [26] obtained the first global existence result on weak solution with large initial data in multi-
dimensions, where P = Rp” for some positive constant R and any given y > % for three dimensions.
The constraint for y was relaxed to y > % by Feireisl and by Feireisl-Novotny-Petzeltova [18],
and to y > 1 by Jiang-Zhang [24] for spherically symmetric weak solutions. The pressure function in
[26l [24]] is monotone and convex, which is very essential for the compactness of density. Feireisl
[16] extended the result to the case for more general pressure P(p) of monotonicity for p > p,. Very
recently, Bresch and Jabin [3] developed a new method to derive the compactness of the density which
does not rely on any monotonicity assumptions on the pressure. It remains largely ope whether the
above results for three dimensions can be extended to the more physical case that the adiabatic constant
v> 1.

When the pressure is of two components like in (L)), it will become more challenging. Some
nice properties of one-component pressure are not available any more due to some cross products like
f1(p) fo(n) or even more implicitly fz(n,p)f2(n) and f3(n, p)f1(p) for some known scalar functions f;,
i =1,2,3,4. At the first glance, it seems that more regularity on the densities is required to handle the
cross products in the context of passing to the limits. These extra regularity properties are, so far, out of
reach for large solutions, and the classical techniques cannot be applied directly on (L.

We will give a brief overview for the relevant results on the model (II). In fact, the studies of the
model have been very active for the past few years. Some global existence results are obtained, however,
mostly subject to the case for the domination conditiong?.

e For the one-dimensional case, Evje and Karlsen [11]] obtained the global existence result on weak
solution with large initial data subject to the domination conditions. The one-dimensional proper-
ties of the equations implies that the densities of the fluids are bounded for large initial data. This
good property is essential to show strong convergence of the densities in the context of the approx-
imation system. The domination condition was removed later by Evje, the author, and Zhu [[14]]
by introducing a new energy equality, which allows transition to each single-phase flow. For the
global existence of small solutions, please refer for instance to [9] [12] and the references
therein.

e For the multi-dimensional case, in particular for three dimensions, some new challenges arise due
to the multi-dimensional nonlinearity. The boundedness of the densities can not be derived as
the one-dimensional case with large initial data. However, with some smallness assumptions, the
boundedness of the density and the derivatives of the other quantities arising in the equations can
be derived to handle the cross products conveniently, and we refer the readers to 21, 31]. In
a recent work by Maltese et al. [27]], the authors considered another interesting model with the
pressure of two components which can be transformed to the one with one-component pressure,
ie.,

p; + div(pu) = 0,
Z, + div(Zu) = 0, (1.5)
(ou), + div(pu ® u) + VZ7 = pAu + (u + A)Vdivu.

!'The problem has been solved by Jiang-Zhang for spherically symmetric weak solutions in multi-dimensions.
2It means that 19 < Copg OF Py < €119 for some positive constants ¢y and ¢;, which implies that the two fluids are dominated
by one of the fluids.



Thus it makes the approach for compressible Navier-Stokes equations applicable to prove the
global existence of weak solutions to (I.3) with large initial data. After that the authors obtained
the equivalence between (L.3) and the original system for y > %. But it is not the case for the
two-fluid system.

Very recently, with large initial data and the domination conditions or alternatively with I" and vy
close enough, Vasseur, the author, and Yu obtained the global existence of weak solutions to
(LI) by decomposing the pressure function and deriving a new compactness theorem for transport
equations with possible diffusion, where the pressure is determined by the explicit case (I3 for

F>§ory>§.

The result with the domination condition was later extended to the case that both I" and y can touch

% by Novotny and Pokorny [29] where more general pressure laws covering the cases of both (I3)
and (T.4)) were considered.

With large initial data but without any domination conditions in multi-dimensions, the global exis-
tence theory for weak solutions only holds for the two-fluid Stokes equations on the d-dimensional
torus T< for d = 2,3. We refer the readers to the seminal work by Bresch, Mucha, Zatorska [6]]
where the pressure is given by (I.4). The proof relies on the Bresch-Jabin’s new compactness tools
for compressible Navier-Stokes equations and the reformulated system

R; + div(Ru) = 0,
0O, +div(Qu) = 0,

(1.6)
(A + 2dive +a*(ZR, Q)" ~ (Z(R, Q)" }) = 0,

rotu = 0, f]rd u(x,t)dx =0,

where R = p = ap,, Q = n = (1 - a)p_, {ZR. Q") = ( [, Z(R. Q)" dx)/IT|. a* = A, and
y* = v. Note that [6]] does not need any domination conditions for I,y > 1, although the nonlinear
terms [(o+n)u], and div[(p+n)u®u] in the momentum equations are ignored so that the momentum
equations can be transformed to (I.6)3.

The case without any domination conditions makes the system (I.I) more realistic in some physical

situations and more “two fluids” properties from mathematical points of view. In this case, however, it
is still open whether the global existence of weak solution exists for possibly large initial data in multi-
dimensions. In this paper, we focus on the Dirichlet problem.

1.2 Main result

Note that for each cases of (I.3) and (L4), the pressure P(n, p) satisfies

Cimf +p") < P(n,p) < Co(n" + p?) (1.7)
0

for some positive constant Cy. In fact, (I7) is naturally true for the case (I.3). For the second case (I.4),
we only consider the case of y > I, since for the other case, it is similar. More specifically, in view of
(I4);, we obtain that

Ay 1 % Ay 1 X
p-=(1-a)p_+ap-=n+ a(A—+)Fpi =n+ (A—+)Fppi
s+ ity oF "
= 2 P,



and that

-1

A z A_ 1 r 1
po=n+ (GOl =0+ (5 Tpp-'"7 <n+ sp_+copt (1.9)
A A, 2

(L8) and (L.9) imply (L.7).
In addition, for any smooth solution of system (I.I)), the following energy equalities holds for any
time 0 <t <T:

d 2
4 f [M +Glo,m)]dx + f |V + G + diva? | dx = 0, (1.10)
dt Q 2 Q
where
r”—_rl + yp__vl, if P is given by (L3),
G(p,n) = (1.11)
P(n,p) y—‘_’l + }_Tl), if P is given by (L.4).

Here (I.11)) is given in and (I.11)), follows from (3.14) with €, 6 = 0.
Motivated by (I7) and (ILIQ), in order to make the initial energy is finite, we set the following

conditions on the initial data, i.e.,

infpo >0, infryg>0, poel’( Q). noel (Q), (1.12)
xeQ xeQ)
and Y Iy
0 2 0
———— € L7(©2) where ——— =0 on {x € Q|pg(x) + ng(x) = 0}, (1.13)
VPo + ng VPo + no

where M is the initial momentum of the mixture given in (L2)).
The definition of weak solution in the energy space is given in the following sense.

Definition 1.1. (Global weak solution) We call (p,n,u) : Q x (0,00) — R, x R, x R3 a global weak
solution of (LI)-(L2) if for any 0 < T < +oo,

o peL™(0,T;LY(Q), n€ L(0,T; L"(Q)), vp +nu e L=(0,T;L*(Q)),u € L*(0,T; Hy()),
e (p,n,u) solves the system (LI) in ’(Q7), where Qr = Q x (0, T),

e (o,n, (o +nu)(x,0) = (oo(x), no(x), Mp(x)), forae. xeQ,

e (LI); and(T.I), hold in ©'(R3 x (0, T)) provided p, n, u are prolonged to be zero on R?/Q,

e the equation (L1), and (L), are satisfied in the sense of renormalized solutions, i.e.,

Ob(f) + div(b(fHu) + [b'())f = b(/)]divu = 0

holds in D'(Qr), for any b € C'(R) such that b'(z) = 0 for all z € R large enough, where f = p,n.

Now we are in the position to state our main result in the paper.

Theorem 1.2. For any given I" > % andy > %. Assume that Q is a bounded domain in R> of class C*
for some v > 0. Under the conditions of (IL12)-(IL13), there exists a global weak solution (p,n,u) to

(LD-(L2).



Remark 1.3. In Theorem the global weak solution exists for I',y > % without any domination
conditions, which implies that transition to each single-phase flow is allowed. In addition, I" and y are
independent within the interval [%, 00), which indicates that it is not necessary for them to stay close to
each other like

4y Sy

1
39D i@ g (1.14)

maxt==y - 5 3 3

as in [30] where T,y > % and the pressure is given by the explicit pressure (([.3).

Theorem[L2 provides the first result on the global solution to the compressible two-fluid system (L)
in multi-dimensions without any domination conditions and smallness assumptions for the pressure given
by (L3) or by (L4). Note that when p = 0 or n = 0, Theorem perfectly matches the result of Lions
[26] for compressible Navier-Stokes equation in a bounded domain of R3. Lemma(2 1 is very essential
in the proof, which needs p,n € LZ(O, T;LZ(Q)). As a consequence, we require that I' + 0; > 2 and
y + 60> > 2 in Lemma[5.1) which yields T,y > 2. Therefore it remains open whether both T and y can get
close to % in three dimensions even for the case with domination conditions.

Remark 1.4. Note that Theorem is also true for the two-dimensional case, and that the pressure
function ([3) for T = 2 is corresponding to the compressible MHD system without resistivity in two
dimensions under the action of vertical magnetic field [23)]. Thus as a byproduct, we obtain the existence
of global weak solutions to the two-dimensional and non-resistive MHD system with non-negatively
vertical magnetic ﬁelaﬁ. For the three-dimensional case with the pressure ([.3) and T = 2, it is motivated
by compressible Oldroyd-B model with stress diffusion/I]].

The main ingredients in the proof are stated as follows. As mentioned in the previous works [6]
[30]], the main challenges focus on the pressure of two components which brings out some cross
terms between the two densities. Section [3]is the main ingredient in the proof. In fact, in Section [3] the
main point is to prove that P(n, p) = P(n,p) where P(n, p) is the weak limit of the approximate pressure
P(ns, ps) as 6 — 0. It suffices to establish the strong convergence of ps and ns as 6 — 0*. To achieve
this, it is crucial to prove that

Ti(p) P(n,p) < Ti(p)P(n, p),
(1.15)

Ty(n) P(n,p) < Tr(n)P(n, p),

a.e. on Qp, where T} is a smooth cut-off function for k = 1,2, - -. In Lions-Feireisl’s framework
for compressible Navier-Stokes equations, the one-component pressure function with monotonicity and
convexity gives rise to

Ty(p) P(p) < Ti(p)P(p).

But it is not the case for two-fluid system.

Compared with [30], the new challenge for the proof in the context of allowing unconstrained tran-
sition to single-phase flow is to remove (I.14) and allow the two indexes I', y to touch %. We state the
main differences in the proof as below.

e First, to justify (LI3) without (I.14), we can not use the same decomposition of pressure by
Vasseur, the author, and Yu ([30]) in the whole domain Q7 any more, i.e.,

P(ns, ps) = A (s + ns)' + BY(ps + ns)? + remainder

3For the compressible MHD system with resistivity, the global existence of weak solutions with large initial data has been
achieved by Hu, Wang [22]]. However, for the case without resistivity, more essential challenges will arise due to the lack of
regularity of the magnetic field.



a.e. on Qr, where (A, B) = (£ et m) if p+n # 0, since one can not even guarantee the integrability
of (ps + ns)? and (o5 + ns)' in the whole domain without (I.14) based on the known estimates of
(ps, ng) in € LY*2(Qr)x L' 1 (Qr) for 6> = 6(y), 6; = 6;() (see Lemmal[5.1)), and we do not even
have P(n,p) < P(n,p) for the pressure (I.4). In this work we observe that the weighted functions
A and B are able to cancel some possible oscillation of ps + ns. As a matter of fact, Aps and Bn
are bounded in L'*? (Q7) and in L7+92(Q’T), respectively, for some domain Q7. C Qr where the
measure of Qr/Q is small enough. This can be achieved by obtaining that ns — Ads — 0 and
ps — Bds — 0 strongly in L'(Qr) from for s = 1. Thus we are able to justify (I.13) a.e.
on Q7 by means of the decomposition of the pressure and the cut-off functions on Q.. Finally, by
sending the measure of Qr/Q to zero, we get (13). See Lemma[3.2] for more details. For the
implicit pressure (L4), we introduce a new non-decreasing function G4 p (see (3.37)), i.e.,

C
Ga.p(2) :=P(Az, Bz) - W;y}[mz)r + (Bz)y],

to connect the implicit pressure with the explicit convex function max{Fy [(Az)r + (Bz)y]. The
construction of G, p is inspired by [16] for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations with non-
mono pressure of one component.

e Second, to allow both I" and y to touch 2, which represents a major step forward for the cases of
transition to each single-phase flow and of more general pressure law compared with [30] where
I,ye( %, o0) and the pressure (I.3) is considered only, it is important to prove that

IT%(0) = Tk(p) + Ti(n) = Te(Ml 1200,/ 07) = O
as k — oo, where Q7 is given by (5.30). On the other hand, it is not difficult to justify

ITx(p) = T(p) + Ti(n) = Tl 0y 0710 = O

as k — oo. Thus by means of the standard interpolation inequality, it suffices to get the upper
bound of

IT4(0) = Teo) + Taw) = Tl 5101 01 (1.16)
uniformly for k, where I',;, + 1 = min{l',y} + 1 > 2. In view of that pg and ng might not be

bounded in L”'(Q7) uniformly for § where p; > 1, we derive a new estimate, i.e.,

lel l
lim [ T(Ads) + Ti(Bds) = Te(Ad) = T(BAgn") < Coor huir + € (1.17)
— T

where ds = ps + ng, Kpyin = min{%, pai ,2}, and |Q7/Q%| < o. Here C is independent of o, 6,
and k, and Cy is independent of o~ and ¢ but may depend on k. With the new estimate (I.17)), (I.16)

can be bounded uniformly for k. See Lemma[3.3]for more details.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we present some useful lemmas which will
be used in the proof of Theorem[L.2] In Section[3] as usual we construct an approximation system with
artificial viscosity coefficients in both continuity equations and with artificial pressure in the momentum
equations. Then we explore a formal energy estimate due to the more complicated pressure (I.4) and
sketch the proof of the global existence of the solution to the approximation system by virtue of the
standard Faedo-Galerkin approach. In Section M) we pass the quantities to the limits as the artificial
viscosity coefficient goes to zero. With the artificial pressure, the pressure given by (I.3) or (I.4) has
enough integrability. Then we only need to handle the difficulties arising in the implicit pressure (L.4)
compared with our previous work [30]]. In Section [3] we take the limits as the coeflicient of artificial
pressure, i.e., 0, go to zero. It is the last step for the proof. Some new estimates along with some new
ideas are obtained in this section.



2 Some useful tools

Lemma 2.1. Let vk — 0as K — +oo0, and vk > 0. IfQ% > 0fori=1, 2, 3, - -, is a solution to

i

0
%K 1o = 0, (2.18)

(©%) + div(ohux) = vk Aok, Oilizo = 0}, vk -

with Cy > 1 independent of K such that
b “Q;(”LZ(O,T;LZ(Q)) + ||Q§(”LN(OTL7 Q) = COa VVKHVQKHLZ(O T:L2(Q)) < CO
L ”uK”LZ(()’T;Hé(Q)) < Cy.

e forany K > 0 and any t > 0:

bz 2 2
(K) fidx (2.19)

Q

. . N . .
where by = 0y, dx = 21 0y for any fixed integer N > 2, and y' > 1.
=
Then, up to a subsequence, we have
ok — o', weakly in L*(0, T; L*(Q)) N L¥(0, T; L (Q)),
ux — uweakly in L*(0, T; Hy(Q)),

as K — oo, and for any s > 1,

T
lim f f dild'; — d'|* dxdt = 0, (2.20)
K—+eo Jo Ja

where aé( = % ifdg # 0, a = lfd # 0, and aKdK = b’ ad = bifor i=1,2,3,---. Here (b',d) is the
weak limit of (b%., dg) as K — co.

Remark 2.2. Fori = 1,2, Lemmal21 can be found in [30]. It is not difficult to verify the more general
case fori =1,2,3,- -, since (2.18) is a linear equation. The compactness conclusion here for the multi-
equations with possible diffusion can be applied to study the multi-fluid system introduced in [29|] where
P = P(p1,p2,- - -, pN). Note that the proof in [30] relies on the DiPerna-Lions renormalized argument
for transport equations [[7)[8]. Thus the L> bounds of the densities make it possible to use this theory for

equations (2.18).

Lemma 2.3. [30] Let § : RY — R be a C' function with |VB(X)| € L™(RY), and R € (L*(0, T LZ(Q)))N :
u € L*(0,T; Hy(Q) satisfy

(%R +diviu®R) =0, R|=0 = Ro(x) (2.21)
in the distribution sense. Then we have
(BR)); + div(B(R)u) + [VB(R) - R — B(R)]divu = 0 (2.22)
in the distribution sense. Moreover, if R € L™ (0, T; LY(Q)) fory > 1, then
R e C([0,T); L' (Q),

and so

f B(R) dx(t) = f B(Ro) dx — f f [VB(R) - R — BR)|divu dx dt.
Q Q 0 JQ

8



Remark 2.4. N in Lemma[2.3)is specified to be 2 in the present paper (see Lemmal3.2)).
Lemma 2.5. ( [[[9], Theorem 10.19) Let I C R be an interval, Q c RN be a domain, and

(P,G) € C(I) x C(I) be acouple of non — decreasing functions.
Assume that 0, € L'(Q; 1) is a sequence of functions such that
P(on) = P(0),
G(on) = G(o),
P(0:)G(0n) = P(0)G(0),

weakly in L' (Q). Then

P(0) G(0) < P(0)G(p), a.e.in Q.

3 Existence of solutions to an approximate system

In this section, we construct a sequence of global weak solution (p, n, 1) to the following approximation
system (3.I)-(33). Motivated by the work of [18] 30], we consider the following approximation system

n; + div(nu) = €An,

p: + div(pu) = €Ap,

3.1
[(o + n)u], + div[(p + n)u @ u] + VP(n,p) + V(o + n)’ + €Vu - V(p + n)
= uAu + (u + )Vdivu
on Q X (0, 00), with initial and boundary condition
(0,1, (p + Wu)l=0 = (0.6, 10,5, Mo5) on Q, (3.2)
dp on
—, = =0 33
(av, 6V,M)|a§z , (3.3)

where €,6 > 0, 8 > max{4,T + 1,y + 1}, Mos = (pos + nos)uo,s and nos,pos € C3(Q), ups € CH(Q)
satisfies

— L Ongs  0pos
0<d6<posnos <6 ¥, (5= 5 )N=0,

1im (1lpo.s = pollirey + Ihos = nollirey) = 0.

o5 = el * (). (3.4)

= Vpostnos lpo+no

VP06 + no,.suo,s — ‘/F% in LZ(Q) as o — 0,
Mos — My in L'(Q)asé — 0,

where 6 € (0,1), i is a standard mollifier, s € C7(Q), 0 < ¢5 < 1 on Qand g5 = 1 on {x €
Q[dist(x, 0Q) > 6}.

In order to simplify the presentation of the proof, we only consider the more complicated case of
pressure, i.e., (L4), in the rest of the paper.



3.1 A formal energy estimate

The main difference between the approximation system (3.I)-(3.3) and the one in by Vasseur, the
author, and Yu is that one of the pressure functions, i.e., (IL4), is more complicated. Therefore we
will give a formal energy estimate in this part so that the Galerkin approach could work as in [30]. More
specifically, we consider the pressure given by (I4)), and suppose that the solution to (Z.I)-(3.3)) is smooth
enough.

Define P(p4) = A4(p4)” and P2(p-) = A_(p_)'. Since P(n,p) = Pi(p4) = P2(p_), we decompose
the pressure into two parts, i.e.,

P(n,p) = aP(n,p) + (1 = a)P(n,p) = aPi(ps) + (1 = a)P2(p-), (3.5

where @ = £. Actually, the idea for the decomposition (3.3) has been used by Evje, the author, Zhu
[14]] and by Bresch Mucha, Zatorska [6] to study the one-dimensional case for the full compressible
two-fluid equations with singular pressure gradient and multi-dimensional case for the compressible
two-fluid Stokes equations, respectively. It is motivated by the full compressible two-fluid system with
unequal velocities, see [3| 4]]. However, the Laplacian of p and n in (3.I) will make the estimates more
complicated.

Multiplying (3.I)3 by u, integrating by parts over Q, and using (3.I); and (3.1)),, we have

d (1
= f —(o + mul dx + + f (IVul + (u + Dldivul®) dx
dt Q 2 Q

:—5fu-V(p+n)ﬁdx—fu-VP(n,p)dx (3.6)
Q Q
211 +12.
For I;, we have
I = fﬁ—l(p+n)5 'V [(o + n)ul dx
=—5f—(p+n)5 (p+n)tdx+5ef—(p+n)ﬁ "A(p + n) dx (3.7)
:——laf(p+n)ﬁdx 5efﬁ(p+n)ﬁ 2|V(p+n)|2dx
For I,, by virtue of the decomposition (3.3)), we have
12:—faVPl(p+)-udx—f(1—a/)VPz(p_)-udx
Q Q
=12,1 +12,2.
For I, 1, we have
B == [ 225 5o dx
ay-1
A A
=—f Pt ol dHff T ap dx
ay-1 ay-1 3.8)
_ d 7A+ y—2 y—2
= —pp’~ Vax + Aiypp, “(ps)idx—€ | Arypl “Vp-Vp,idx
dt -1 ) )
d A _
= 7 +p 0 dx—i-j‘a/(AerZ),dx—e‘fAerpfy+ 2V,O-V,oerx.
dt 1 O Q
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Similarly, for I, 5, we have

d T'A_
bhyr=—— npl:_1 dx + f(l - a)(A_pl:)t dx — efA_Fpl:_2Vn -Vo_dx. 3.9)
257w )T o 0
(3.8) and (3.9) yield that
_d ([ vA. ., TA . )
ba+hy == | (el + g -a)l)dxs | (Aupldx

- ef (A+yp1_2Vp Vo, +A_Tp " 2Vn- Vp_) dx
Q

d r
=2 | Apl(-Tat —(-a)-1)dx

dr Jo y-17"T-1 510)

—e | (Al V-V 2yy .
Pl Vp - Vp, + ATpL?Vn - Vp_)dx
Q

d y( @ l-a
= — — + d

i Jo +p+(y—1 r—1) "

- ef (A+yp1_2Vp Vps +A_Tp"2Vn. Vp_) dx,
Q

where we have used A_p' = A,p’. We still need to analyze the last integral on the right hand side

Ly
of (3.10). More specifically, substituting p_ = ()T p} into (L4),, and differentiating the result with
respect to x, we have

Ayl ¥ Ap 1y X Ap 1y Y
()T VppL + (GO ppl Vps + Vinpo +nVp, = (G5)T (2 + DplVos,
which implies that
1AL z Ay Ly ro AL Ly -l -1
Vou =[G Vopl + Vip |G (5 + Dk = (G popl ™ —n]
Note that
Ap 1 2
n=(-ap- =1 -a)()pl.

Hence we have

1AL z Ap Ly r Ap 1y 7 Ap L 2yl
Vo =| (G0 Vel + Vo [ (GO (R + Dol = ()" papl = (1= a)(7)Tpl |

AnE F
25)"VppL + Vnp, -1
- [+ -Ta-(1-0)
(F)TPx
At F
()T Vppy + Vnp,

(%)%Pf[%(l - a) +a]'

(3.11)

Since
Y
T

Ayl
pP-= (14_i)rp+’

11



we have

_(_)r _p+ VP+

Y_
Ly (A—i)prpi '+ Vn (G-12)

T Il-a)+a

where we have used (3.11).
Now we are in a position to evaluate the last integral on the right hand side of (3.I0). In view of

(B11) and @B.12)), we have
A+ypz_2Vp Vps +A_Tp ™2Vn - Vp_

Y 1
V2 G PLIVPE +p.¥p - Vi Gl Vn - Vp 4 VP
=ALypl 7 +A_yp_~ |
(G)Tpt|E(1 - ) +a] rl-a)+a

1Y
Ap! (F5)TPLIVpP + psVp - Vn Asil -
| oGV 0T 0 ot ety o)

Y1 — + 12
F(l a)+a (ﬁ_t)rpi

YARL [ oo o PE VPR AL 1 _rn Ay ol 2l o
=" Vol + ————+(—) Tp," Vn-Vo+(—) Tp, |V
Z(l—a/)—i-a/[erl 4 At % (A_) P YRUYP (A_) P+ Inl]
r ()P

7A+p1

_1 7 2
o p+(—) T, Vi |

- Il-a)+a
This combined with (3.10) yields

L=05L+Dh)

d @ -« YA, P Iy (3.13)
= —— A V(—— _ — [ A S —— F FV .
o +0 (7—1+F—1)dx ef %(l—a/)+a/p p+( ) 04 n| dx
Combining (3.6), 3.7) and 3.13), we have
d 1 2 0 v @ l-« 5
= [—(p +m)uf® + BT(p +n)f +A+,o+(m + m)] dx + (,uIVul + (u + Dldivul®) dx
AT Y (3.14)
=—ef[6ﬂ(p+n)ﬁ V(o + ) + B! p+( £ oy vl dx
y(l )+«

3.2 Faedo-Galerkin approach

In this part, motivated by [26], [18] (see also [30]), we will use Faedo-Galerkin approach to construct a
global weak solution to (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3)). To begin with, we consider a sequence of finite dimensional
spaces

Xi = [spanfy Vi P, ke {l,2,3,--4),
where {{;}°, is the set of the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian:
—Ay; = Aiyi on Q,
{l//ilag =0.
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For any given €,5 > 0, we shall look for the approximate solution u; € C([0, T']; X;) (for any fixed
T > 0) given by the following form:

f(pk + m)ug (1) -y dx — f mys - Ydx = f f [uAu + (u + V)Vdivuy] - Yy dxds
Q Q 0 Ja

3.15
- fo t fg [div[(ox + mue ® ue] + VP pi) + 6V (o + i)’ + Vg - Vipy + n)| - w dx ds o
for t € [0, T] and ¢ € X;, where p; = pi(uy) and ny = ny(uy) satisfy
oy + div(nguy) = €Any,
0ok + div(pruy) = €Apy,
(3.16)

nil=0 = nos,  Prli=0 = pPo.s,

i 0
(FE, 55)Naa = 0.

Due to Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 in [18], the problem (3.13) can be solved on a short time interval [0, T%]
for Ty < T by a standard fixed point theorem on the Banach space C([0, T%]; X)). To show that T, = T, as
in [18]] (see also [30]), we only need to get the energy estimate (3.14) with (o, n, u) replaced by (ox, n, ux),
which could be done by differentiating with respect to time, taking ¢ = u;(¢) and using (3.16). We
refer the readers to [18]] for more details. Thus, we obtain a solution (o, ng, uy) to (3.13)-(3.16) globally
in time with the following bounds

0 < & < pr(x, 1), mi(x, 1) < ¢ for ae.(x, 1) € Q% (0, T),

sup 1o+, D) < Cpo, 10, Mo),

t[0,T]

sup ||(p—,k,nk)(t)||1;r(9) < C(po, no, Mo),
t[0,T]
5 sup llox(®) + m@f, o, < Cloo, no, Mo),

1€[0,T]

sup | Vor F i Oue(0l,,q) < Clpo. no, Mo), (3.17)
t€[0,T]

T
fo DIy )t < Cloo,mo. Mo).

T
€ fo (VPO g + VDI ) i < C(B, 8, po, n0, Mo),

”pk + nk”[ﬁ*'l(QT) S C(E’B’ 6ap0’n0’ MO),

where Q7 = Q X (0,T) and 8 > 4.
This yields the following Proposition by the analysis in (see also [30]).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose B > max{4,I" + 1,y + 1}. For any given €,6 > 0, there exists a global weak
solution (p, n, u) to (31), (32) and (33) such that for any given T > 0, the following estimates

Sup ||(p+;p)(t)||2y(g) S C(p()’n()a M0)5 (3'18)
t[0,T]
sup (o WDllr 0, < Clpo,no, Mo), (3.19)
1€[0,T]
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5 sup 1l DI < Clpo, no, Mo), (3.20)
t€[0,T]

sup || Vo + nu(®)l},.q, < Clpo, no, Mo), (3.21)
1€[0,T]
T
()7 ) @ < Clpo, n0, Mo), (3.22)
T
e f 1V, Vi))I22 ¢, dt < C (B, po, o, Mo), (3.23)
0
and
”(p; n)(t)”[ﬁ*l(QT) < C(65B5 6ap0an05M0) (3'24)
hold, where the norm ||(-,-)|| denotes || - || + || - ||, and p,n > 0 a.e. on Qr.

Finally, there exists r > 1 such that p;,n,,Vp,V?n € L'(Qr) and the equations (3.1) and (3.1) are
satisfied a.e. on Q.
4 The vanishing of the artificial viscosity

In this section, let C denote a generic positive constant depending on the initial data, § and some other
known constants but independent of .

4.1 Passing to the limit as ¢ — 0"

The uniform estimates for € resulting from (3.I8)), (3.19), and (3.20) are not sufficient to obtain the weak
convergence of the artificial pressure P(ne, pe) + 6(pe + ne)® which is bounded only in L!(Q7). Thus we
need to obtain higher integrability estimate of the artificial pressure uniformly for €.

In the rest of the section, we remove the subscript € of the solutions for brevity.

Lemma 4.1. Let (p, n, u) be the solution given by Proposition[3.1] then

T
f f(nr+1+p7+1+5 s Ydxdt < C
0 Q

for B> max{4, '+ 1,y + 1}.

Proof. The proof can be done by using (I.7) and the arguments similar to where the test function
W(H)Blp — p] is replaced by y(1)B[p + n — p + n]. Here

B:{f e LP(Q); |Q|-1ffdx:0}+—>w(}"’(sz), 1 <p< oo,
Q
1
Yy e Cy0,T), Osdxsl,andGz—dex
1Q Jo

forG =p, p+n. m|
Due to the relation between P and (n, p), i.e., (IZ), we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.2. Let (p, n, u) be the solution given by Proposition 3.1} then

T
f f(p+71+p_r')dxdtSC,
0 Q
v+l T'+1

where y; = yrmn{— T }andT'y = l"mln{“erl F“} Note that y, >y and 'y > T.

With 3I8)-(3.23) and Lemma &.T] and Corollary we are able to pass to the limits as € — 07.
Before doing this, we need to dress the approximate solution constructed in Proposition 3.1]in the lower
subscript “€” for fixed § > 0, i.e., (0e, ne, ute). Then letting € — 0™ (taking a subsequence if necessary),
we have

(pes11e) = (p,m) in C([0,T1; LY, () N C([0, T1; H™' () and weakly in LF+!(Qr),
(eApe, eAn.) — 0 weakly in L2(0, T; H~'(Q)),

ue — u weakly in L*(0, T; Hy (),

28
(Pe + nue = (p + myu in C([0, T]; L7! ) NC(0, T, H1(Q)),

wea (4.1)
(Pelte, nette) — (pu, nu) in D'(Q7),

(0e + n e  ue — (0 + Nu @ uin D'(Qr),

P(ne, pe) + 6(pe +ne)’ — P(n,p) + 6(p + n)f weakly in L%(QT),
€Vue - V(pe +ne) —» 0in LI(QT),

and p,n > 0, where the limit (p, n, u) solves the following system in the sense of distribution on Q7 for
any T > 0:

n, + div(nu) =0
pr +div(ou) = 0, 4.2)
[(o + nu], + div[(p + Wu @ u] + VP(n,p) + 6(p + n)f = pAu + (u + )Vdivu

with initial and boundary condition

(0, n, (p + m)u)li=o = (po,s, 0.5, Mos), (4.3)

ulso =0, (4.4)

where f(¢, x) denotes the weak limit of f(¢, x) as € — 0.
To this end, we have to show that

P(n,p) + 8(p + n)8 = P(n,p) + 6(p + n)’.

4.2 The weak limit of the pressure

This part is similar to [30], where it focuses on the more complicated pressure P, since the artificial
pressure term 8(p, + n.)® controls the possible oscillation for (p. + n.)' and (p. + n.)? arising in one
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of the decomposition terms of the pressure, i.e., P(Ade, Bd,) where d. = p¢ + n, (A, B) ) if

p+n#0,and0 <A, B<1,(Ap+n),Blp+n) = (np).

= (L& P
p+n’ p+n

Claim:

P(n,p) + 6(p + n)B = P(n,p) + 6(p + nfP 4.5)

a.e. on Or.

The proof of (.3)) relies on the following lemmas. In particular, the next lemma plays an essential
role.

Lemma 4.3. Let (o, n.) be the solution stated in Proposition 3.1} and (p,n) be the limit in the sense of

1), then

(0 +n)P(n,p) < (o +n)P(n,p) (4.6)
a.e. on Q2 x(0,7T).

Proof. The idea is similar to [30] by Vasseur, the author, and Yu. However, since the pressure here is
more complicated, we have to give a complete proof.
As in [30], the pressure and n, + p, are decomposed as follows.

P(ne, pe) = P(Aede, Bede) — P(Ade, Bde) + P(Ad,, Bde),
(4.7)
ne + pe = (Ac + B)de = (A + B)de + (Ac — A + Bc — B)d,

where d. = pe + ne, d = p +n, (Ae, Be) = (;’—i, Z—:) ifd. #0, (A,B) = (%, 5) ifd+#0,0<A.,B.,A B<1,
and (Acde, Bede) = (ne, pe), (Ad, Ed) = (n,p), (o, n) is the limit of (o, n¢) in a suitable weak topology.
For any ¢ € C([0,1]), ¢ € C(Q) where ¥, ¢ > 0, we use [@.7) and obtain

f l/’f OP(ne, pe)(pe + ne)dxds
0 Q

= f W f ¢P(Ad., Bd.)(A + B)d. dxds + f W f ¢P(Ad., Bd)(A. — A + B. — B)d. dxds
0 Q 0 Q
4 (4.8)
+ f l//f ¢[P(A€d5, Bede) — P(Ad., Bdg):l(pg +ne)dxdt
0 Q

=ill,-.
i=1

For I1,, we follow an argument similar to [30]]. More specifically, there exists a positive integer kg
large enough such that

ko’)/ kor

T h-1 =P 49

max{

due to the assumption that max{T’, y} < 8. Therefore (£.9) implies that
kol ko
f dldP™ +d M dxdr < cf 1>+ 1|dxdr < C (4.10)
Or Or
where we have used Lemma[.T] that d, is bounded in I*!(Qr) uniformly for e.
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Recalling (I.7)), we have
P(Ad,, Bd,) < Co(A"d" + BYdY). 4.11)
This together with Holder inequality and (4.10)) yields

ko1
ko

ko ko
\II,| <C ( f dc|Ac — Al dxdt) ( f dJAYd" + BV d] %0 dxdt)
Or Or

ko1
K

K fo rr P 0
+C d¢|B: — Bl dx dt delA"d; + BYd}|oT dx dt
Or Or

ko1

% fol ko o
<C ( f d|Ac — AF dxdt) ( f d|d" +d§°‘|dxdt) (4.12)
Or Or

ko1

% kol" koy o
+c(f delBE—Blkdedt) (f dld™ ™ +d” Idxdt)
Or Or

1
ko k
sc(f d.|A, — A[ dxdt) ’ +c(f d.|B, — B[ dxdt) ’
or Or

Choosing v; := v, = € in Lemma 2] we conclude that

1
ko
( f d A, — A dxdt) "o,
Or

. (4.13)
0
( f d|B. — B dxdt) -0
Or
as € goes to zero. In fact, d, € L™(0,T; I[A(Q)) for B > 4, and u, € L*0,T; H(l) (Q)), and
VellVpellro.r2q) < Co» VellVrellizo 7.2y < Cos

and for any € > 0 and any 7 > 0:

—w<fﬁw (4.14)

o d

where d. = pe + ne, be = pe, ne, and (@.14) is obtained in Remark 2.4, [30]. Thus, we are able to apply
Lemmal2.1lto deduce (@.13). Hence we have II, — 0 as € — 0.

For I15, the analysis becomes more complicated due to the pressure. First, we need the following
estimate.

P(Asde Bsds) - P(Ads, Bds) :A+7[p+(gl’52)]y_18§1p+(€:1a§2)[145d6 - Ade]
+ Ayl €1, €D Dep(§1, £2)| Bede — Bd]
A y(4= t (€L E)T
= 7(A+) [p (‘fl 52)] [Aeds _Ads] (415)
£l — (€1, )] + a1, 62)
Aylps €L E))!

[Bed, — Bd,],
-, +aEn&) -
since
1, 7
9p+(n.p) _ A__)r T
on L(-a)+a ’ (4.16)
Op+(np) _ 1
g T I(l-a)+a
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which can be obtained similarly to (3.11). Here & (&) varies between A.d, (Bed,) and Ad, (Bd,).
In view of (I7), we have
pi(£1,6) < C(gn5 +&) < Cl(pe +n)7 +pe+ e, (4.17)
where we have used
0 <é&1,6 < pe +ne.
By virtue of (4.13) and (4.17)), and using Young inequality, we have
|P(Aede, Bede) — P(Ade, Bde)|
<Cl(pe + 107 + pe + nc V' HAcde = Ade| + Cl(pe + )7 + pe +n V™" |Bed, — Bd
<C|(pe + n) + (pe + ne) +1|(|Acde - Ade| + |Bed, — Bd.)
<C|de" + 1|(|Acde — Ade| + |Bede - Bd]),

(4.18)

where I';, = max {I, y}.
Now we are in a position to estimate //3. In fact, there exists a positive integer k; large enough such
that

1 k
(T +2= ) 1

g <B+ ] (4.19)

due to the assumption y + 1,I' + 1 < 5.
In virtue of (4.18)), we have

!
\I13) = f 7 f 9| P(Acd.. Bde) - P(Ad., Bdo)|(pe + no) dx
0 Q
scf (dE’"“+1)|AEdE—AdE|dxds+Cf (@' +1)|Bede — Bd | dxds
Or Or
Cy+2-74 L L1 Cot2-4 L L1
=C | (d WAl +d§d§)|AE—A|dxds+Cf (d. 'di' +d2d?)|Be - B|dxds.
Or Or

Then applying Holder inequality, we get

k-1

o 1
Cn2- )y 3 A
|113|sc(f d."I ldxdt) (f de|ac - Al dxdz)1
Or Or
1 1
2 2 2
+c(f ddedt) (f de|Ac - Al dxdt)
Or Or
ky % kL
(™ 2_L)__ 1
+c(f "R 'dxdt) (f d.|B. - B" dxdt)l
Or Or (4.20)

1 1

2 2

+c(f ddedt) (f dE|BE—B|2dxdt)
Or Or

k ﬁ 2 %
sc(f d€|A€—A|1dxdt) +c(f de|Ac — Al dxdt)
Or Or
N 2\
+c(f d€|BE—B|ldxdt) +c(f d|B. - B| dxdt) -0
Or Or
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as € = 0%, where we have used (£.13), @.19), Lemmal4.1l and Young inequality.
Combining (4.8), [@.12) and (.20), we have

lim :,l/f PP(ne, pe)(pe + ne)dxds =f :,l/f ¢(A + B)P(Ad, Bd)ddx ds
e=0" Jo Q 0 Q

> f W f #(A + B)P(Ad, Bd)d dx ds (4.21)
0 Q

- f W f #(p + n)P(Ad, Bd) dxds
0 Q

where we have used that A + B = 1, and Lemma[2.3] such that

P(Ad, Bd)d > P(Ad, Bd)d

due to the fact that the functions z — P(Az, Bz) and z — z are non decreasing functions. Here B)

represents the weak limit of (-) with respect to d, as € — 0*. Note that in this section P(Ad,, Bd,)d, and
S+1 B+1

P(Ad,, Bd,) are bounded in L™+ (Qr) and in L™ (Q7), respectively, due to Lemmald.Il Moreover, both

Bl and /‘i_Ll are large than 1, which implies that P(Ad, Bd)d and P(Ad, Bd) are well-defined.

I+l
We claim that

f{ﬁfqﬁ(p—i-n)P(Ad,Bd)dxds:fgbf(b(p—i-n)P(n,p)dxds. (4.22)
0 Q 0 Q

In fact,

ft//f¢(p+n)P(Ad,Bd)dxds
0 Q

e—0"

= lim :,l/f ¢(o + n)P(Ad, Bd,)dxds
0 Jo (4.23)

=lim | ¢ f #(o + n)P(ne, pe)dxds + lim f W f $(p + n)| P(Ade, Bde) — P(ne. pe)| dx ds
0 Q =07 Jo Q

e—0t
= f W f #(p + n)P(n, p) dxds + lim f W f $(p + )| P(Ade. Bd,) - P(Acde, Bede)|dx ds.
0 Q 0" Jo Q

Similar to /15, the last term on the right hand side of (£.23)) converges to zero as € — 0. Hence we get

@.22).
In view of (4.21)), (4.22)), and the fact that the test functions ¢ and ¢ are arbitrary, we complete the

proof of the lemma.
O

Lemma 4.4. Let (o, ne, ue) be the solution stated in Proposition[3.1) and (p, n, u) be the limit in the sense

of [@.1), then

lim f YoH (o + ne)dxdt = YoH(p + n)dxdt, (4.24)
Or

e—0" QT
forany y € C3(0,T) and ¢ € C(Q), where

H, :=P(ne, pe) + 6(pe + ne)’ — Qu + Ddivu,
H :=P(n,p) + 6(p + n)f — 2u + A)divu.
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Remark 4.5. The proof of (@.24) is motivated by [I8] for Navier-Stokes equations. In fact, the lemma
can be found in [30] where the pressure is given by (L3). For the pressure (L4), the proof is similar.

With Lemmas 3] and [£.4] it is not difficult to obtain the next lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let (o, n.) be the solution stated in Lemma 31} and (p, n) be the limit in the sense of ({.1)),
then

! !
f f(p +n)divudxds < lim f f(pe + ne)divue dx ds (4.25)
0 Ja 0" Jo Ja
fora.e. t € (0,T).

By virtue of Lemma 4.4 in [30], we have

f [0elog pe — plogp + nelogne — nlogn|(t) dx
Q

! !
Sf f(p +n)divudxds — f f(pe + ne)divue dxds
0 Jo 0 JO
fora.e. t€(0,7).

Passing both sides of (£.26)) to the limits as € — 0%, and using @.23)), we have

(4.26)

f [ologp —plogp + nlogn —nlogn](f)dx < 0.
Q
Thanks to the convexity of z — zlog z, we have

plogp >plogp and nlogn>nlogn

a.e. on Qr. This turns out that

f[plogp—plogp+nlogn—nlogn](t)dx:0.
Q
Hence we get

plogp =plogp and nlogn=nlogn

a.e. on Qr, which implies that (o, ne) — (o,n) a.e. in Qr. It combined with Lemma 1] yields strong
convergence of (p¢, ne) in LA (Qr) for any B; < 8+ 1. Thus we complete the proof of ([@.3)).

To this end, we give a proposition as a summary for this section.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose B > max{4,I' + 1,y + 1}. For any given § > 0, there exists a global weak
solution (ps, ng, us) to the following system over Q x (0, ).

n, + div(nu) = 0,
o1 + divi(ou) = 0, (4.27)
[(o + mu], + div[(p + n)u ® u] + VP(n,p) + V(o + nf = puAu + (u + )Vdivu,

with initial and boundary condition

(0,1, (p + Wu)l=0 = (0.6, 10,5, Mo5) on Q, (4.28)
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ulpo =0 fort >0, (4.29)

such that for any given T > 0, the following estimates

sup llos(Dl}q, < C(po, 1o, Mo), (4.30)
t€[0,T]
sup [1n5(0)llyrq, < Cpo, no, Mo), (4.31)
t[0,T]
5 sup ll(ps(@), sy, < Cloo, no, Mo), (4.32)
t[0,T]
sup | Vs + n5(Dus(Dl72,q, < Cpo, no, Mo), (4.33)
t€[0,T]
! 2
[ sy g < Clpm. b (434)
and
105 (0), ns)llp+1 (o) < C(B, 6, po, o, Mo) (4.35)
hold, where the norm ||(-, -)|| denotes || - || + || - |I.

S The vanishing of the artificial pressure

Let C be a generic constant depending only on the initial data and some other known constants but
independent of ¢, which will be used throughout this section.
5.1 Passing to the limit as 6 — 0"

In this section, we will obtain the global existence of the weak solution to (ILI)-(I.2) by passing to the
limit of (ps, ns, us) as 6 — 0. To begin with, we have to get the higher integrability estimates of the
pressure P uniformly for ¢ for the same reason as in the previous section.

In fact, as in [18]] (see also [30]]), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let (o5, ng, us) be the solution stated in Proposition then we have
, st 4 ol 5l 1 500 dxdr < C(01,62) (5.1)
T

for any positive constants 6, and 0, satisfying

r or 2 3
61 < 5 and 6) < min{l, 5=~ 1); 6, < % and 6, < min{l,% -1} ifLye(,e).
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With (@.30), @.37), [@.33)), [@.34), and (3.1), letting 6 — 0" (taking a subsequence if necessary), we
have

ps — pin C([0,T1; L,

weak

(Q)) and weakly in L"*(Qr) as § — 0*,
ns —» nin C([0,T1; LY (€)) and weakly in L'*1(Qr) as § — 0%,

us — u weakly in L*(0, T; H)(Q)) as 6 — 0,

2.min{y,l")
(05 + naYits = (p +muin C(10, T1; L™y 1 C([0, T]; H~'(Q)) as § — 07, 52

(pstts, nstts) = (pu, nu) in ' (Qr) as § — 07,

(o5 + ns)us ®us — (o +Mu®@uin O'(Qr) as § — 0F,

Y+ T'+6

P(ns, ps) — P(n, p) weakly in L™ 5T (0r) as 6 — 0%,

8(ps +ns)’ — 0in L'(Qr) as 6 — 0F,

where the limit (p, n, u) solves the following system in the sense of distribution over Q X [0, T] for any
given T > 0:

n, + div(nu) = 0,
pr + div(ou) = 0, (5.3)
[(o + nu], + div[(p + mu @ u] + VP(p,n) = pAu + (u + )Vdivu,

with initial and boundary condition

(0 1, (p + Ww)li=o = (P0, 0, My) on Q, (5.4)

ulpgo =0 forr>0. (5.5)

Finally, we need to justify that P(p,n) = P(p,n). In fact, this has already been done by Vasseur, the
author, and Yu in [30] for the pressure law (I.3) subject to the constraints
3y+ 1) 4y Sy

5 }<F<min{?,y+l,?—l} (5.6)

3y
max{—,y -1,
s
and I,y > %, which implies that I" and y have to stay not too far from each other. Thus to consider the

case that I',y > % without any other constraints, some new ingredients will be needed in the following
analysis.

5.2 The weak limit of the pressure
To obtain the global existence of weak solution to (LI)-(1.2)), we have to justify the following claim.
Claim.

P(n,p) = P(n,p) (5.7)

9
forany ',y > 3
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To prove (5.7)), it suffices to derive the strong convergence of ps; and ns as 6 — 07. In this section,
we need that ps and ns are bounded in L?(Q7) for that it will be essential to employ LemmaZ.Il As a
consequence, the restriction that y,I" > % is needed in view of Lemma[5.1]

Lemmas 3.1] and [4.1] indicate that the uniform integrability of ps and ns is weaker when I',y < 3.
Thus some estimates such as (4.6) can not be obtained in this part. For this reason, we consider a family
of cut-off functions introduced in and references therein, i.e.,

Tu@) =KT(), € R k=1.2,- - (5.8)
where T € C*(R) satisfies
z forz <1,
T(z) =
2 forz >3,

and T is concave.
The first conclusion in this subsection plays a very important role, which is only subject to the
constraint I', y > %.

Lemma 5.2. Let (ps, ns) be the solutions constructed in Proposition and (p, n) be the limit, then

Ty(p) P(n,p) < Ti(p)P(n, p),

(5.9)

Ty(n) P(n,p) < Tr(n)P(n, p),
a.e. on Qx(0,T), forany ',y > %.

Proof. 1In view of Lemma2.Ilwith vk = O and s = 1 (see lWll]i where the condition (2.19) can be
ensured by using Lemma23|for N = 2 and R = (ns, ps + ns), (0s, s + ns), we have

ns —Ads — 0 a.e.in Qr,
(5.10)
ps — Bds — 0 a.e.in Qr,

as § — 0% (taking a subsequence if necessary), where ds = ps + ns. (3.10) and Egrov theorem imply that
for any small positive constant o, there exists a domain Q7. C Qr, such that |Q7/Q%| < o and that

ns —Ads — 0 uniformly in Q7,

(5.11)
ps — Bds — 0 uniformly in Q’
aso — 0" (takjng the same sequence as in M)
In view of (3.11]), we obtain that there exists a positive constant &y such that
Ads < ns + 1,
(5.12)
Bds < ps + 1

for 6 < ¢y and any (x, 1) € Q’T. Note that 6y does not depend on (x, 7).
Therefore for § < &y, Ads and Bdy are bounded in L'+ (Q7) and in L7+92(Q’T), respectively. Note
that when I' + ) >y + 6, or I' + 6; <y + 6,, one can not generally guarantee that

ds = ps +ns € L'(Qr),

ds = ps + ns € L"*%(Qr),
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since the only useful information we have is
ps € L7*%(Qr) N L=(0, T; L' (Q)),
ns € L™ (Qr) N L°(0,T; L'(Q)).

Thus it indicates that the weighted functions A and B can cancel some possible oscillation of dj.

Without loss of generality, we only show the proof of (3.9);. In fact, the proof of (5.9); is similar.
To begin with, we divide an integral into a sum of two parts, i.e., Integrability Part + Small Region Part.
More precisely, we have

f OTy(ps)P(ns, ps) dx dt = f OT(ps)P(ns, ps) dx dt + f OTi(ps)P(ns, ps) dx dt,
Or (o or/0;

for any ® € C(Qr) where ® > 0.

e Analysis of the Integrability Part.
lim f DTy (os)P(ns, ps) dx dt
6—07* Q/T

0—0*

= lim OT(Bds)P(Ads, Bds) dx dt
07
+ lim fQ ’T O[Ti(ps) - Te(Bds)|P(Ads, Bds) dx dt 5.13)

+ 611%1 f (DTk(p(s)[P(n(g,p(s) — P(Ad;, Bd(s)] dxdt
—0t Q/T

=i I11;.
i=1

For 1115, in view of (5.11)), the continuity of the map z — T(z), and the boundedness of P(Adjs, Bds)
in L(Q7) due to (I.7), (3.12), and (5.1)), we have
1L, — 0 (5.14)

(Lx6 40
as § — 0%, where 6,, = min| +‘ 2y

For 1113, similar to (4.13) and m we get
P(Asds, Bsds) — P(Ads, Bds)|

< A Tt )P F Ayl (m, )"

“ L1 = a(p.m)] + a1, m2) L1 - (i, m2)] + a(i,m)
<Clp (1, 1)~ F|Asds — Ads| + Clps (1, 1)1~ |Bsds — Bdls|
<C|(Asds + Ady)™" + (Bsds + Bds)''~||Asds — Ads|

|A5d§ — Ad5| + |B§d§ — Bd5|

(5.15)

+ C[(Asds + Ady)" "™ + (Bsds + Bds) ™ ||Bsds ~ B,
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where we have used

r

1 T
p+(m.m) < Cj (n] +ma),
m < Asds + Ads, (5.16)
m < B(sd(g + Bd(s.
Therefore we obtain
[1113] <Cy. lim f |(Asds + Ads) ™" + (Bsds + Bdg)'~P||ns - Ady| dx
-0t Q;—

+Cy lim f |(Asds + Ads)™' ™7 + (Bsds + By’ ||os — Bds| dxdt (5.17)
—0* Q/T

-0

as 6 — 07, due to (3.1), (3.11)), and (3.12)).
In view of (3.14) and (3.17), (3.13) can be refined as follows.

6lir(r)1 OTy(ps)P(ns, ps) dx dt = f OT(Bd)P(Ad, Bd) dx dt
—0* Q,T o

r (5.18)
> f ®T(Bd) P(Ad, Bd)dxdt
0

’
T

due to Lemma[2.3land the fact that the maps z + Ty(Bz) and z — P(Az, Bz) are non decreasing.
Note that

f ®Ty(Bd) P(Ad, Bd) dx dt

o7

= lim | ®Tu(Bds) P(Ad, Bd)d-xdi
—0* Q/T

= 6lir(1)l f OTy(ps) P(Ad, Bd) dxdt (5.19)
—0* Q,T

+ 6lir(r)1 O|[T(Bds) — Tr(ps)] P(Ad, Bd) dx dt
-0t Q;—

= f ®Ti(p) P(Ad, Bd)dx dt,
0

’
T

where we have used (3.11)), the continuity of the map z +— Ty(z), and P(Ad, Bd) € L% (Qr) with 6,, =

min{%, Ljz} > 1, such that

6lir(r)1 ®[Tr(Bds) — Tr(ps)] P(Ad, Bd)dxdt — 0
—0* Q/T
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as 6 — 0*. Similarly, we have

)

OT(p) P(Ad, Bd)dx dt = 6lir(r)1+ OT(p)P(Ads, Bds) dx dt

T Yo
= 6lir61+ DT (0)P(ngs, ps) dx dt
Or (5.20)
+ lim OT(p)| P(Ads, Bds) - P(ns. ps)| dx dt
-0t Q’T
:f OTy(p) P(n,p)dxdt.
or
Combining (3.19) and (5.20), we have
f @[Ty (Bd)] P(Ad, Bd) dxdt=f ®T(o) P(n,p)dxdt. (5.21)
2 o

Note that the left term of (3.21)) is exactly the same as the right term of (3.18]). Hence we obtain from

(3.18) and (3.21) that

61ir51 OT(ps)P(ns, ps)dxdt > f OT(p) P(n,p)dxdt. (5.22)
—0" Joy, 0

T
o Analysis of the Small Region Part.

For fixed k, we have

lim+ DT (ps)P(ns, ps) dxdt = f OT(p)P(n, p) dx dt, (5.23)
=07 Jor/0, 0r/Q,;
since Ty (ps)P(ns, ps) is bounded in L(Qr) uniformly for § > 0, where 6,, = min{%, Ljz} > 1.

o Analysis of the whole Part.
By virtue of (3.22)) and (3.23)), we have

f OTr(p)P(n, p) dx dt
Or

= 6lir(r)1 DT (p5)P(ns, ps) dx dt + 6lim DTy (ps)P(ns, ps) dx dt
-0t Q,T

=0"Jor/0;
-],
2

:f OT(p) P(n,p)dxdt —f OTy(p) P(n,p)dxdt
Or or/0;

OTr(p) P(n,p)dxdt + f OTr(p)P(n, p) dxdt (5.24)
or/0y

+ f OT(p)P(n, p) dx dt.
or/0y

Since |O7/ Q’TI < o, letting o go to zero, we obtain that the last two terms on the right hand side of
(5.24])) will vanish. Hence we have

f OT(p)P(n,p)dxdt > f OT(p) P(n,p)dxdt.
Or Or
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Since @ is arbitrary, we get (5.9);. By using the arguments similar to the proof of (3.9);, we get
(39),. Therefore we complete the proof of the lemma.

O
Lemma 5.3. Let (ps, ns, us) be the solution stated in Proposition . and (o, n, u) be the limit, then
T T
6lir(r)1+ dxf OHs[Tr(ps) + Ti(ns)| dx dt = f dxf oH [Tr(p) + Tr(n)] dx dt, (5.25)
—0" Jo Q 0 Q
Jorany y € C3(0,T) and ¢ € C(Q), where
Hs := P(ns, ps) — 2u + Ddivus,
- (5.26)
H := P(n,p) — Qu + Ddivu.

Remark 5.4. Lemmal3.3]is motivated by 26)]. The statement of the lemma for the two-fluid model
can be found in [30].

To show the strong convergence of ps and ng, motivated by [18], 26] (see also [30]]), we define

zlogz, 0<z<k,

Li(z) = <
zlogk-i—zf Ks) ds, z>k,
k

2
satisfying
Li(2) = Brz — 2k for all 7 > 3k,
where N
T 2
,3k=10gk+f k(zs)ds+—.
k s 3
We denote by(z) := Ly(z) — Bz where bj(z) = 0 for all large z, and

bi(2)z = bi(2) = Ti(2). (5.27)
Note that ps, ns € L*(O7), PN € L*(O7), and us,u € L*(0, T;H(l)(Q)). Then using the same argu-
ments as in [30] where Lemma[5.3]is used, we arrive at
f [Li(p) — Li(p) + Li(n) — Le(n)] dx
Q

1
2u+ A4
1
2u+ A

+jlﬂn@—n@+n@—n@mwmw.
0 JQ

LL(Tk(p)+Tk(n))P(n,p)dxds

j;L[Tk(P)"'Tk(”)]P(n,P)dXdS

This together with (3.9) yields

fg (L) - Li(p) + LD — L(m)] dx < fo fg [Te(p) - Te@) + Ta(n) — Ta@ldivudxds.  (5.28)

In order to include the case that both y and I can touch 2, we need the following new estimate.
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Lemma 5.5. Let (o5, ns) be the solution stated in Proposition 4.2l and (p, n) be the limit, then

Kmin=!

lim |I75(Ady) + Te(Bds) = Te(Ad) = TeBAIr) | < Coor For + €
- T

forany T,y > 2, and any given k > 0, where C is independent of o, 6, and k, and Cy. is independent of o
5
and 6 but may depend on k. Here
I+ 91 Y + 92

Lpin = min{I', ¥},  Kpin = min{ , .2} (5.29)
r Y

Proof. Note that
|T(Ads) + Ti(Bds) = Ti(Ad) = Te(BA)| ™!
<(Alds - d1 + Bids - dI) " [Ti(Ads) + Tu(Bds) — Te(Ad) - Ty(B)
<C(1Ads - d)I" + |B(ds - d)" + 1)|Ti(Ady) + Ti(Bds) - Ti(Ad) - Ti(Bd)| (5.30)
<C[(Ads)" - (AQ) + (Bds)” - (Bd)'|[Ti(Ady) + Ti(Bdy) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd))
+ C|Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — T(Bd)|
due to the fact that
T (0 < 1
for any x > 0, and that
o=y <l =y = < -y

for any x,y > 0.
Therefore we have

f ITw(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd)|"* dx dt
or

<C f |(Ads)" — (Ad)" + (Bdy)” - (BA)|[Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd)] dx dt 531
0; 31

+C f |Tw(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd)| dx dt
Q7
=1V + 1VS,

where Q7 is introduced in (S.11)).
For I Vf, we have

V¢ =C fQ , |(Ads)" + (Bds) || Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds)) dx dt
-C f |(Ads)" + (Bds)|[Ti(Ad) + T(Bd)) dx

7
-C f [(Ad)" + (Bd)|[Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds)) dx

7

+C f [(Ad)" + (BdY|| Ti(Ad) + T(Bd)] dx .
0;
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Taking the limit as 6 — 0 (taking a subsequence if necessary), we have

lim V9 =C lim f |(Ads)" + (Bds) || Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bdy)] dx dt
T

-C (Ad)' + (Bd)Y Ty(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dxdt
9r

+C f [(Ad)Y + (Bd)" — (Ad)" — (Bd)"|[Te(Ad) + Tr(Bd) — Te(Ad) — Ti(Bd)] dx dt.
o

T
Due to the convexity of z — (Bz)” + (Az)' and the concavity of z — Ty(Az) + Ti(Bz) such that

(Ad)T + (Bd)Y > (Ad)" + (Bd)”,

Tv(Ad) + Tr(Bd) < Ty (Ad) + Ty (Bd),

we have

lim v <C lim f [(Ads)" + (Bds) || Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bdy)] dx dt

-C (A" + (Bd)Y Ti(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dx dt.
Or
For 1 Vg , we apply Young inequality and obtain
1
V3 < 3 f |T4(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — T(Ad) — T(Bd)|"""*! dx dt + C;.
Or
Combining (3.31)) with (3.32) and (3.33) yields

%in(l) ITw(Ady) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Te(Bd)|"n ! dx dt

<Clim f |[(Ads)" + (Bds) || Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bdy)] dx dt

- Cf (Ad)T + (Bd)r Ti(Ad) + Ty(Bd) dxdt + Cy.
o7
On the other hand,

O0P(Az, Bz)

- 0p+(Az, Bz) A+ 0p+(Az, Bz) B]'
Z

Aol (Az. B2)| o 5

Recalling (4.16), we have

1 2
dpazBy) _ (5 lpe(AzB)' T
on L(l-a)+a
Op+(Az,Bz) _ 1
dp T Ld-a)+ae”

>
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This together with (3.33)) gives

AL 1-2
dP(Az, Bz) . (F)T[p+(Az, By)]' T 1
= Ay’ (Az, Bo)| = A+ B
P Pl Az B Il-a)+a Il-a)+a ]
Ayy _Y
= T7 [(= Az, B YFA + Az, B7)B
T —ava [( ) [p+(Az. B2)] ol (Az. B2)B] 536)
A
>;7[( =) o7, (Az, B FA + [p](Az, Bo)]' 7 B
max{ Ap
>C [Arzr_l + B,
where we have used (I.7)), and C; = C»(A,A_,T,y) > 0.
Thus, we introduce
C
Gap(2) :=P(Az, BY) - —=—[(A2)" + (B2, (5.37)
max{l’, y}

which is inspired by [16] for the single-phase flow where non-mono pressure of one component is stud-
ied.
In view of (3.36)) and (3.37), we obtain
d 0P(Az, Bz)

L ¢ AT — 2 _prai]so,
dz A,B(Z) 0z z[max F ’y} ¢ maX{F, 7} ¢ ] a

and thus z — G4 p(z) is a non-decreasing function over [0, o).
Let’s return to (3.34), and make use of G4 p(z). Then we get

hn(l) ITw(Ady) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Te(Bd)|"n ! dx dt
0
SC max{l’,y} .

C,
G im ), m[md{s)r+(Bda)y][Tk(Ada)+Tk(Bd6)]dde

C max{l’, y} C,
&) o, max{l’, y}

_Cmaxtly) iy f P(Ads, Bdy)[Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds)] dx dt (5.38)

[(AD" + (Bd)Y] Tk(Ad) + Tr(Bd)dxdt + C;

C2 6—0
C max{l’, y}
&)

C r
_ Cmax{l,y) lim f Gan(do)| Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bdg)] dx dt
— Q;‘

f P(Ad, Bd) Ty(Ad) + Ty(Bd) dxdt

C>
C
N max{l’, y}
)

f Gap(d) Tr(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dx dt + Cy.
Q/

T

Note that

- hrr(l) Ga p(ds)[Tr(Ads) + Tr(Bds)| dx dt + f Ga p(d) Tr(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dx dt
Q/ /

= f Ga.p(d) Ti(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dxdt — f Ga,8(d)[Tk(Ad) + T(Bd)] dx dt (5.39)
o :

T QT

<0,
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due to Lemma[2.3]and the fact that z — G g(z) and z — Ty(Az) + Ty(Bz) are non-decreasing functions.

By virtue of (3.39)), (3.38)) yields

(1$in(1) f ITw(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd)|"n* dx dt

< C max{I, v}
_—C2
C max{Il', v}

_ C—2

lim f P(Adj, Bds)|[Tu(Ads) + Ti(Bds)] dx dt
— Q/

T

f P(Ad, Bd) Ty(Ad) + Ty(Bd)dxdt + C.
T

By virtue of the uniform convergence (5.11), we rewrite (5.40) as
lim f IT(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Te(Ba)|"*! dx dt

Cmax{T,vy} .
Sc—y lim P(ns, ps)[ Tr(ns) + Ti(ps)] dx dt
2 5—0 Q’T

C max{l', v}

_ C—2
_ Cmax{l',y}
_C—2
- CrnL{l",y} lim P(ns, ps) Tr(Ad) + Ti(Bd) dxdt + C

Cy 6—0 0,

_ Cmax{l',y}
_—C2
C max{I, v}

_ C—2

(lsm(l)f P(Ads, Bds) Ti(Ad) + Tx(Bd)dxdt + C;
T

%iné P(ns, ps)[Ti(ns) + Ti(ps)] dx dt

(lsirf(l) P(ns, ps)[Ti(ns) + Ti(ps)) dx dt
—> Q/

T

f P(n,p) Tr(Ad) + Tr(Bd)dxdt + Cy.
Ql

T

Similarly for the second term on the right hand side of (3.41]), we have

(lsirr(l) f ITw(Ady) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Te(Bd)|"* dx dt

C max(l
<A i [ Plrg, o Tuts) + Telpo)] dcr
G =0,
r
_ Cm%{y} f Pn,p) Teon) + Telp) dxdr + Cy
2 o

Cmax I, v}
6—)0

f H;[Ti(ns) + Ti(ps)] dx dt

C max{l’, y}(2u + A
N max{ g/}( M+ )%in%f divus[Ti(ns) + Ti(ps)] dx dt
2 —VJo;

C max{I, v}
)

f P(n,p) Tr(n) + Tr(p) dxdt + C.

T

In view of (5.25), we can take some appropriate test functions, for example,

1
YyjeCy0,T), :,bj(t)_lforanyte[— T-=1,0<y;<1,¢y;—1,
J
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as j — oo, and
1
¢; € Cr(Q), ¢;(x)=1forany x € {x € Qdist(x,0Q) > -}, 0< ¢; < 1, ¢; > 1, (5.44)
j
as j — oo, such that

61i%1+ Hs|[Ti(ps) + Ti(ng)| dxdt = H [Tr(o) + Ti(n)] dx dt. (5.45)
- Or Or

Then from (3.42)) and (3.43)), we obtain

hr% ITw(Ady) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Te(Bd)|"* dx dt
Ql

]" -
—C max,y f H Ton) + Te(p) dxdr —

C T, 20+ A) . .
. maX{ g}( M ) (lsm(l)f divugs|Ti(ns) + Tr(ps)] dx dt
2 I

C max{I’, vy}
6))

C T, .
Cmax{ly} oy f HolTi(ns) + Tips) dux dt
) =0 Jor/0;

(5.46)

f P(n,p) Tr(n) + Tr(o)dxdt + Cq,

T

and thus

hrr(l) ITw(Ads) + Ti(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Ti(Bd)["n* dx dt

Or
C l"’ C r5
- max{I’, y} f P(n,p) To(n) + Tr(p) dx dt — Cmax{l’, y} f H[Ti(n) + Ti(p)] dx dt
G 0r/0; C2 0r/0;

. C max({I, ; YI2u + /1) mf divus[Ti(ns) + Ti(ps)] dx dt
p) 2

T

c 2+ A -
maxil’ e NV T + TeGo) dxdr + C (5.47)
2 Or

_Cmax(l. ) f |[P@r.p) Telw) + Tidp) = HITin) + Tu(p)] | dx
Or/Qr

6))

N C max{l, y}2u + /l)
G
=Vi+ Vo +Cy,

lim f divus| Te(ns) + Ti(ps) = Te(n) + Te(p) | dx dt + C;

since
H;s :=P(ns, ps) — (2 + )divug,
H :=P(n, p) — 2u + Ddivu.

For Vi, we apply Holder inequality, (3.2))3, and (5.1)), and then obtain

CmaX{F, } | 1\ Konin , Kminl_1
v <=l f [PGr-p) Tt + Tatp) — HITon + Talp)l| e ™| 07 /05| *
2 0r/0Q; (5.48)
WllVl 1
<Ck Kinin ,
where K, = min{rwl , 7'+92 ,2} > 1, and Ck is independent of o for o € (0, 1) but may depend on k.
T
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For V5, by virtue of Hoélder inequality and (4.34), we have

C max{T, y)2u + 1) . , 1 0 !
y, < Cmaxl. yjGu + )hmsup( f divurgl? docdr)’ f |Tk(n(g)+Tk(p5)—Tk(n)+Tk(p)| dxdr)’
G 50 1o 0,
2 1
SC4(lims(l)Jp f |Tk(n5)+Tk(p(;)—Tk(n)—Tk(p)| dxdr)’
6— o

_ 2 1
+ Cy(lim sup f |Tk(n) T Te(p) — Ta(n) — Tk(p)| dxdr)’,
6—0 Q%

where Cy is independent of o, ¢, and k. This together with the lower semi-continuity of L? norm and
Young inequality deduces that

1 1—‘mirz"'l
v <5 limsup f |Tk(n5) + Ti(os) — Te(n) — Tk(p)| dxdt + Cs
5-0 Jo

me (5 ) 49)

1 1
- %ir%f |Tk(Ad5) + Tu(Bds) — Ti(Ad) — Tk(Bd)| " dxdt + Cs,

for some positive constant Cs independent of o, §, and k. Here we have applied (3.10) to the equality.
Thus we have

Kinin—1
lim [ |Ti(Ads) + Ti(Bds) = Te(Ad) - Tu(Bd)"""*! dx dt < 2CKa ®min +2C5 + 201,

according to (3.47), (3.48), and (5.49).

The proof of the lemma is complete.

Corollary 5.6. Let (ps,ng) be the solution stated in Proposition 4.2 and (p, n) be the limit, then

lim I Ty(n5) + Te(ps) = Ten) = Tl ) < €

rmin"'l(QT) -
for any given k > 0, where C is independent of o, 5, and k. Here T,,;, and K,,;, are given by (3.29).
Proof. In view of (3.11)), we have

lim f Ti(ns) + Ti(ps) — Tr(n) — Tr(p)I""n*! dx dt
—~YJor

=lim ITk(ns) + Te(ps) = Te(n) = Te(p)|™ ! dx dt
=0J0r/0;
T
+lim | |Ti(Ady) + Te(Bdy) = Te(Ad) - Ti(Bd)["n*! dx dt.
Similar to (5.48)), the first term on the right hand side will tend to zero as o — 0*. And for the second
term, we use Lemmal[3.3] Consequently, letting o — 0%, we complete the proof of the corollary.

O
Corollary combined with the lower semi-continuity of the norm yields the following corollary.

Corollary 5.7. Let (ps,ng) be the solution stated in Proposition 4.2 and (p, n) be the limit, then
IT(n) + Ti(p) — Ti(n) — Ti(Plrin+1 0y < C

for any given k > 0, where C is independent of k.
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Denote

Orx = {(x.1) € Orlp(x, ) 2 k, or n(x,1) > k. (5.50)
Here we are able to control the right-hand side of (3.28)) in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Let (ps, ns, ue) be the solution stated in Proposition d.land (o, n, u) be the limit, then

lim f [Tr(0) — Tr(0) + Tr(n) — Tr(n)]divu dx dt = 0. (5.51)
Or

k—o0

Proof. Using Holder inequality and Corollary 3.7} we have

[Te(p) — Te(p) + Te(n) — Te(n)ldivu dx dt

Or
=f [Tr(0) — Tr(0) + Tr(n) — Tr(n)]divu dx dt
Ot
+ f [Ti(p) — Tr(p) + Tr(n) — Tr(n)]divu dx dt (5.52)
Or/0rk

<NTk(p) = Ti(p) + Ti(n) = Te()lz2 0, plldivull 20, )
+ ITk(0) = Ti(o) + Ti(n) = Tl 1200, 10p plldIvUllz2 0,011
<Clldivull;2(g,,) + CliTk(o) = Ti(p) + Ti(n) = Tk 1200, /071)-

For the second term on the right hand side of (5.32)), by virtue of the standard interpolation inequality
and Corollary 5.7] we have

ITx(o) — Ti(p) + Ti(n) — Tk(n)”Lz(QT/QT,k)

Tin=1 Cpintl
<) = Tulp) + Teln) = Tell yiy o ITk(0) = Teo) + Te) = Tel 10 1 (5.53)
Uin=1 Toin=1
<ClITke) = T3 0,0+ CITRG) = Tl i o -
Note that
lim [idivlz g, = 0 (5.54)

since the Lebesgue measure of Q7 converges to zero as k — oo, due to

f (n”e‘ + p”+92) dxdr<C
Oor

given by (3.1)).
Therefore, to get (3.51)), it suffices to prove

1T (o) — Tk(p)“LI(QT/QT’k) + | Tx(n) - Tk(”)”Ll(QT/QT,k) -0

as k — oo, according to (5.32) and (5.33).
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Recalling that Ty (z) = z if z < k, we have

ITk(p0) — Tk(p)”Ll(QT/QTVk) + [[Tk(n) — Tk(n)HLl(QT/QTVk)
=llo = Tk or /070 + 10 = Tl 01070
< lilgf_l)glf llos — Tr(es)lLi o) + lns = Tema)llzr oy (5.55)

= lilgf_l)glf llos — Tk(P6)||L1(Qm{p52k}) +llns — Tk(”6)|lL1(QT0{n52k})

<Climinf{losllLi(o;nipsiy) + ClinsliLi@ratmz=r)y = 0

as 6 — 0, due to (3.1).
Therefore we complete the proof of the lemma.

i
Now we are ready to prove (3.7). In fact, in view of (3.28)) and (3.8)), we have
kli_)rglo Q[T(,o) — Li(p) + Li(n) — Ly(n)] dx < 0. (5.56)
By the definition of L(:), it is not difficult to justify that
Jim [I1L4(p) = plog plli e + ILk(n) = nlog llyi)| = 0, .
lim [IZ4(p) ~ plog pll e + ILk(n) = nlog il )| = 0. o7
(3.36) and (3.37) yields
L[@—plogmm—nlogn]dma (5.58)

On the other hand, since plogp < plogp and nlogn < nlogn due to the convexity of z — zlogz, we
have

plogp=plogp and nlogn = nlogn.

It allows us to have the strong convergence of ps and ns in LY (Q7) and in L' (Q7) for any y; € [1,y+6,)
andT'; € [1,T + 6y), respectively. Therefore we proved (3.7).
Then the proof of Theorem [I.2]is complete.
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